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and loose-ends for clever lawyers to make play with.  The party was 1905-19Q6
gravely disturbed, and Labour said loudly that it was going to be Age 6 " 4
betrayed once more.   More insistently than ever the question was
asked, if the intention was to exempt Trade Union funds, why not
say so ?
The opportunity of saying so came very quickly. The Govern-
ment BUI was introduced and read a first time on 28th March,
whereupon the Labour members decided at once to press forward
with their own Bill, which was down for second reading as a Private
Member's Bill on 30th March. This was moved by Mr. W. Hudson,
and the debate had not gone far before it became clear that the
Government was in a serious difficulty. At this point the Prime
Minister took the matter into his own hands, and to the relief of his
party, but to the surprise of his legal colleagues, supported Mr.
Hudson's Bill and intimated that the way was open to adjust the
difference between that Bill and the Government Bill.
The lawyers, and among them Asquith, were not a little annoyed
by what they considered to be a forcing of their hands, and for the
next few weeks their agreement to the adjustment which the Prime
Minister had promised seemed very much in doubt. In moving the
second reading on 25th April, Sir William Robson, the Solicitor-
General, had to admit frankly that the question was still an open
one, while promising that it would be settled in Committee after the
Government had listened to all views. It was settled finally in
Committee on 3rd August, when substantially the layman's view
prevailed over the lawyer's. The clause as finally passed ran:
" An action against a Trade Union, whether of workmen or masters,
or against any members or officials thereof, on behalf of themselves and
all other members of the Trade Union in respect of any tortious act
alleged to have been committed by or on behalf of the Trade Union,
shall not be entertained by any Court."
To the end Asquith maintained his objection to writing into a
statute any words which gave workmen, as such, a privilege not
enjoyed by other citizens, and he only gave his consent to the clause
on condition that the same immunity should be extended to Unions
of masters as to Unions of men. This he considered sufficient to
satisfy the principle, but he made his own preference for the original
clause sufficiently clear in his speech in Committee:
" He thought that the simplest and most practical way of dealing with
the matter was to alter the law of agency in its application to Trade
Unions. He was not sure that he did not still think that there would
have been the preferable course. There was another plan suggested—

